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COURT STUDIES 

j? MARCELLO CASE 

- ‘ 

■ Attorneys Seek Reversal 
s of Conviction 


i ' The United States Fifth Cir- 
j cuit Court of Appeals Tuesday 
( took under advisement an ap- 
p peal by Jefferson parish rackets 

i, figure Carlos Marcello from a 
j: conviction on a charge of as- 
saulting an agent of the Federal 

j. Bureau of Investigation. 

}; Marcello was found guilty 
[• Sept. 12, 1968, in Houston of as- 
saulting FBI Agent Patrick J. 

' Collins at New Orleans Intema- 
i lional Airport Sept. 30, 1966. 
j - He was sentenced to serve 
f two years in prison and pay a 
j fine of ?5,000 by federal district 
1 Judge John V. Singleton. 

I AIRPORT INCIDENT 
j ; The assault charge grew out 
j*of an incident which followed 
i Marcello’s arrival at the airport 
■ from New York where he was 
; arrested several days earlier at 
j*a meeting of alleged national 
; 'rackets leaders. 

!■- The assault allegedly took 
• place after newsmen and pho- 
; .tographers followed Marcello 
j through the airport terminal 
j and onto a ramp leading to his 
! car. 

Marcello’s trial was ordered 
‘ moved from New Orleans by 
i federal district judge Frederick 
! J. R. Heebe because of publicity 
j'given Marcello’s activities in 
‘ this area. 

j Marcello’s attorneys, Jack 

-;Wasserman and George Lep- 
j:pert, asked the appeal court to 
[(reverse the conviction on the 
i principal point that Judge 
\ Heebe improperly transferred 
;.the case. 

'$ They contended that they 


^.abandoned a motion seeking tnei 
i change of venue although they 
: failed to file a formal motion 
, making their position clear. 

K CHANGES MIND 

The attorneys contended 
■ that after a hearing on the 
•change of venue motion before 
f Judge Heebe, Marcello told 
[ them that he did not want the 
| case moved. They claimed that : 
[ they then asked the judge to re- 
consider the matter. 
t Wasserman and L e p p e r t 
i claimed that the change of ven- 
; tie was a clear deprivation of' 
; Marcello’s constitutional rights. : 
t They also attacked certain . 
| statements made by federal 
prosecutors during the trial 
■which they claimed were preju- 1 
dicial. 

Ronald Biask, assistant' 
United States attorney at Hous- 
• ton, charged that Marcello and 
his attorneys “toyed” with 
i Judge Heebe and were lacking 
■ in candor in connection with 
■their motion for a change. 

\ He contended that, if Judge 
[Heebe had not moved the trial 
and if Marcello were convicted 
in New Orleans, he would have 
claimed on appeal that he was 1 
; denied due process. 



